occurred.  If in fact the Respondent believes the 4-foot-high berm is
insufficient, then it should be raised.  I consider the testimony of the
inspector in this regard to again, relate to the method of abatement and it
would not be relevant as far as whether or not a violation did in fact occur,

In view of this conclusion, I consider the Citation 164031 should be
affirmed and, in view of statutory criteria, the proposed penalty of $38.00
should be affirmed.

Based on the foregoing findings of fact, the conclusions of law enter
the following:

ORDER
Case No. CENT 79-6-M

1.  Citation 162903 and all penalties therefor are vacated.

2.  Citation 164032 and all penalties therefor are vacated.

3.  Citation 164033 is affirmed and the proposed penalty of $52.00
is affirmed.

4.  Citation 164034 is affirmed and the proposed penalty of $60.00
is affirmed.

5*  Citation 164041 and Citation 164042 are vacated together with all
proposed penalties therefor.

6.   Citation 164043 is affirmed and the proposed penalty of $44.00
is assessed.

7.   Citation 164044 is affirmed and the proposed penalty of $60.00
is assessed.

Case No. DENV 79-505-PM

1.  Citation 164031 is affirmed, together with the proposed civil
penalty of $38.00.

(BENCH DECISION CONCLUDED)

ORDER
The foregoing bench decision, as amended, is affirmed.

<r0mrj.
Administrative Law Judge

948evidence is uncontroverted.  The evidence all indicates
